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Supplementary Table 1: List of p-values for the in vitro study
(Figure 2 of main text)

PDL-1 p-value
Vehicle vs. PBNP-PTT 0.0094
Laser vs. PBNP-PTT 0.006
PBNPs vs. PBNP-PTT 0.0179
CpG vs. PBNP-PTT 0.0066
aCTLA-4 + Laser vs. PBNP-PTT 0.0147
MHC-II p-value
Laser vs. PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0429
Laser vs CpG-PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0474
CpG vs. CpG-PBNP-PTT 0.0082
CpG vs. PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0051
CpGvs. CpG-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0056
aCTLA-4 + Laser vs. CpG-PBNP-PTT 0.0103
aCTLA-4 + Laser vs. PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0063
aCTLA-4 + Laser vs. CpG-PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.007
B7H3 p-value
Vehicle vs. PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0471
Vehicle vs. CpG-PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0239
Laser vs. PBNP-PTT 0.0345
Laser vs. PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0066
Laser vs. CpG-PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0033
PBNPs vs. PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0148
PBNPs vs. CpG-PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0074
CpG vs. PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0123
CpG vs. CpG-PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0061
aCTLA-4 + Laser vs. PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.011
aCTLA-34 + Laser vs. CpG-PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0055
CD86 p-value
Vehicle vs. PBNP-PTT 0.0369
Vehicle vs. PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0176
Vehicle vs. CpG-PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0125
Laser vs. PBNP-PTT 0.0272
Laser vs. PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0129
Laser vs CpG-PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0092
CpG vs. CpG-PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.047
aCTLA-4 + Laser vs. PBNP-PTT 0.0206
aCTLA-4 + Laser vs. PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0097
aCTLA-4 + Laser vs. CpG-PBNP-PTT + aCTLA-4 0.0069
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Supplementary Figure 1. Effectiveness of CD4+, CD8+, and NK1.1 depletion. Blood from
mice that had received anti-CD4, anti-CD8, or anti-NK1.1 depletion antibodies was obtained
using a nonlethal blood collection method (via the mandibular vein) after 7 rounds of
depletion for flow cytometry analysis. Representative scatter plots (A) CD4+ cells, (B) CD8+
cells and (C) NK1.1+ cells in control mice (no depletion) show high percentages of cells
(21.4%, 8.69% and 3.79%, respectively) compared to (D) CD4-depleted mice (0.18% CD4+),
(E ) CD8-depleted mice (1.40 CD8+), and (F) NK1.1-depleted mice (0.61% NK1.1+).
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